Remarks and Arguments 



Applicant has carefully considered the office action mailed August 16, 2005 and 
respectfully requests reexamination and reconsideration of this application. 

Applicant has not amended the claims in this response and claims 20, 21, 23, 84, 
85, 87, and 92 remain pending in the application with claims 20, 84 and 85 being 
independent claims. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §103 

According to the Office Action, claims 20, 21, 23, and 86-92 1 stand rejected 
under §103 as being unpatentable over Glogau (WO 9825373) and Kim (U.S. 
5,799,081 ) in view of O'Brien (U.S. 6,658,571 ). Applicant respectfully traverses this 
rejection as follows. 

The Examiner maintains that Glogau discloses a copy protection system/method 
that protects websites from unauthorized access and/or reproduction but does not 
disclose a server security program that distributes the content to a client system if the 
client has a limited-use client program. According to the Examiner, Kim discloses 
"illegal view/copy protection" for a digital broadcast including a reproducibility control 
field for limiting the reproduction of a copied program. The Examiner asserts that it 
would have been obvious to modify Glogau as taught by Kim. 

The Examiner acknowledges, however, that the combination of Glogau and Kim 
fails to disclose limitations of the claims regarding a web browser program that disables 
reproduction functions of the web browser program. It is the Examiner's position that 
O'Brien discloses a set of files that a web browser can access and "is controlled such 
that the browser effectively operates within its own limited execution content." The 
Examiner concludes that it would have been obvious to modify the teachings of Glogau 
and Kim with the teachings of O'Brien because "this would enforce a policy that only 
allows certain computing resources to be accessed." 



1 Applicant assumes that the Examiner's rejection is of all the pending claims, i.e., claims 20, 21, 23, 84, 
85, 87, and 92 
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The Glogau and Kim references have been the bases for rejections in a number 
of prior Office Actions and the Applicant has set forth, and maintains, his position on the 
scope and teachings of these references in prior responses. 

Applicant respectfully submits that a case of prima facie obviousness has 
not been established because the O'Brien reference is not citable as prior art to 
this application. 

The O'Brien patent issued on December 2, 2003 and was filed on February 9, 
1999. The present application was filed as a nonprovisional application on December 
21, 2000 as a divisional of Ser. No. 09/393,405 filed September 10, 1999 which 
claimed priority to provisional application Ser. No. 60/119,309, filed on February 8, 
1999. A copy of the Official Filing Receipt for this application is enclosed. 

As per 35 U.S.C. §119 (e)(1 ), in effect when the present application was filed, an 
application is entitled to the filing date of the provisional application from which it claims 
priority. Additionally, in accordance with MPEP §706.02, the effective filing date of an 
application that claims benefit to a provisional application is the filing date of the 
provisional application for any claims that are fully supported under 35 USC §112, first 
paragraph, by the provisional application. 

Applicant submits that the presently pending claims are fully supported by the 
provisional application. Thus, the effective filing date of the above-identified patent 
application is February 8, 1999 and O'Brien is not properly citable as prior art against it. 

In summary, as the earliest effective date of the O'Brien reference is later than 
the earliest claimed priority of the present application, Applicant submits that O'Brien is 
not properly citable as prior art in this application. Thus, the rejection based on Glogau 
and Kim in view of O'Brien must be withdrawn. 

The Examiner has acknowledged that the claims are not rendered obvious by the 
combination of only Glogau and Kim. Accordingly, Applicant submits that the 
Examiner's rejection has been overcome. 

Applicant respectfully reasserts all of the arguments and traversals set forth in 
prior responses to the extent still relevant to the outstanding rejections. If, after 
considering the above remarks and amendments, the Examiner is still not of the opinion 
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that allowable subject matter is claimed, Applicant respectfully requests a telephone 
interview with the Examiner and his respective Supervisory Patent Examiner to resolve 
any outstanding issues prior to issuance of any further office actions. 

Applicant believes the claims are in allowable condition. A notice of allowance 
for this application is solicited earnestly. If the Examiner has any further questions 
regarding this amendment, he is invited to call Applicant's attorney at the number listed 
below. The Examiner is hereby authorized to charge any fees or credit any balances 
under 37 CFR §1.17, and 1.16 to Deposit Account No. 02-3038. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Date: 



Paul D. Sorkin, Esq. Reg. No. 39,039 

KUDIRKA & JOBSE, LLP 

Customer Number 021 1 27 

Tel: (617) 367-4600 Fax: (617) 367-4656 
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Receipt is acknowledged of this nonprovisional Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you 
will be notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, 
FILING DATE, NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. 
Fees transmitted by check or draft are subject to collection. Please verify the accuracy of the data presented 
on this receipt. If an error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please write to the Office of Initial Patent 
Examination's Customer Service Center. Please provide a copy of this Filing Receipt with the 
changes noted thereon. If you received a "Notice to File Missing Parts" for this application, please 
submit any corrections to this Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the USPTO 
processes the reply to the Notice, the USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the 
requested corrections (if appropriate). 



Applicant(s) 

Christopher J. Howard, Morgan Hill, CA; 
Peter S. Levy, Los Gatos, CA; 
Joshue D. de la Cuesta, San Jose, CA; 

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant 

THIS APPLICATION IS A DIV OF 09/393,405 09/10/1999 
WHICH CLAIMS BENEFIT OF 60/119,309 02/08/1999 



E «re REo 



Foreign Applications 

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted 01/23/2001 
Projected Publication Date: 08/09/2001 
Non-Publication Request: No 



Early Publication Request: No 



Title 



Limited-use browser and security system 
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Data entry by : HAPPY, MILAGROS Team : OIPE Date: 04/30/2001 
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LICENSE FOR FOREIGN FILING UNDER 
Title 35, United States Code, Section 184 
Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15 

GRANTED 

The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN 
FILING LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all 
applications where the conditions for issuance of a license have been met, regardless of whether or not a 
license may be required as set forth in 37 CFR 5.15. The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 
37 CFR 5.15(a) unless an earlier license has been issued under 37 CFR 5.15(b). The license is subject to 
revocation upon written notification. The date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier 
license of similar scope has been granted under 37 CFR 5.13 or 5.14. 

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date 
thereof unless it is revoked. This license is automatically transferred to any related applications(s) filed under 
37 CFR 1.53(d). This license is not retroactive. 

The grant of a license does not in any way lessen the responsibility of a licensee for the security of the subject 
matter as imposed by any Government contract or the provisions of existing laws relating to espionage and 
the national security or the export of technical data. Licensees should apprise themselves of current 
regulations especially with respect to certain countries, of other agencies, particularly the Office of Defense 
Trade Controls, Department of State (with respect to Arms, Munitions and Implements of War (22 CFR 121- 
128)); the Office of Export Administration, Department of Commerce (15 CFR 370.10 Q))\ the Office of 
Foreign Assets Control, Department of Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy. 

NOT GRANTED 

No license under 35 U.S.C. 184 has been granted at this time, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN 
FILING LICENSE GRANTED" DOES NOT appear on this form. Applicant may still petition for a license under 
37 CFR 5.12, if a license is desired before the expiration of 6 months from the filing date of the application. If 
6 months has lapsed from the filing date of this application and the licensee has not received any indication of 
a secrecy order under 35 U.S.C. 181, the licensee may foreign file the application pursuant to 37 CFR 5.15 
tt>). 

PLEASE NOTE the following information about the Filing Receipt: 

• The articles such as "a," "an" and "the" are not included as the first words in the title of an application. 
They are considered to be unnecessary to the understanding of the title. 

• The words "new," "improved," "improvements in" or "relating to" are not included as first words in 
the title of an application because a patent application, by nature, is a new idea or improvement. 

• The title may be truncated if it consists of more than 500 characters (letters and spaces combined). 

• The docket number allows a maximum of 25 characters. 

• If your application was submitted under 37 CFR 1.10, your filing date should be the "date in" found on 
the Express Mail label. If there is a discrepancy, you should submit a request for a corrected Filing 
Receipt along with a copy of the Express Mail label showing the "date in." 

• The title is recorded in sentence case. 

Any corrections that may need to be done to your Filing Receipt should be directed to: 
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Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Office of Initial Patent Examination 
Customer Service Center 
Washington, DC 20231 



